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[G] R. Shimi asked, “Perhaps matters are reversed. 


[H] “Men afflicted with blisters or with a polypus are exempt from 
making an appearance, as it is said, “When all Israel comes to 
appear before the Lord’ (Deut. 31:). 


[I] “An unclean person is exempt from having to bring an appearance- 
offering, for it is written, “Thither shall you go, and thither shall 
you bring’” (Deut. 12:6). 


[J] R. Shimi retracted and said, “Men afflicted with blisters or with a 
polypus even though they are not suitable to come with all Israel 
are suitable to come all by themselves. An unclean person is 
suitable to come neither by himself nor with all Israel.” 


If one designated an animal for use as a festal-offering and then died, 
as to his heirs, what is the law on their bringing it? 


R. Ila said, “The words ‘make an appearance’ are written two times [at 
Deut. 16:16]. He who is worthy to come brings an offering, and he 
who is not worthy to come does not bring an offering. [The deceased 
cannot bring the offering, and the heirs are exempt from bringing it for 
him.]” 


[C] Said R. Zeira, “It is in accord with what both R. Yohanan and R. 
Jonathan say, ‘All the first-born of your sons you shall 
redeem’ (Exod. 34:20). This is even after death. 


[D] “And here, “They shall not appear before the Lord empty- 
handed’ (Deut. 16:16) — even after death.” 


Said R. Ba bar Mamel, “There is a dispute between Samuel and R. 
Yohanan. For we have learned there: As to a woman who brought 
her sin-offering and died, her heirs should bring her burnt- 
offering. [If she brought] her burnt-offering but died [before it 
could be offered up] the heirs should not bring her sin-offering] 
[M. Qin. 2:5]. 


“Samuel said, “That statement applies to a case in which the beast had 


been designated as a burnt-offering but not offered up in time.’ 


“R. Yohanan said, ‘[Even if] it had not been designated [it still is 
offered up].’ 


How shall we interpret this dispute? If it is a case in which the heirs 
have inherited real estate from the woman, why in such a case does 
Samuel say, “It involves a beast that the woman has designated [in her 


